


Notice of Preparation Appendix J

mounted either on fixed frames or horizontal single-axis tracker systems. The project would include
electronic/electrical equipment, an on-site substation, access road(s) and fencing. The electrical energy produced by
the project would be conducted through the project’s interconnection facilities to the proposed 92 kV generator
intertie (gen-tie) line and delivered to the existing IID approved point of interconnection on the 92-kV “P” Line.

Project Applicant: Apex Energy Solutions, LLC

Date April 30, 2021 Signature w m(\(\

Title Assistant Director

Telephone 442-265-1736

Reference: California Administrative Code, Title 14, (CEQA Guidelines) Section 15082(a), 15103, 15375.
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Figure 2. Project Site
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Evaluation of Environmental Impacts

1.

A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are
adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses
following each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced
information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one
involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should be
explained where it is based on project-specific factors, as well as general standards (e.g., the
project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific
screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-
site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as
operational impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than
significant with mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is
appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one
or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is
required.

"Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant
Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation
measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to aless than significant level
(mitigation measures from "Earlier Analyses," as described in (5) below, may be cross-
referenced).

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration.
Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a. Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were
within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to
applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation
measures based on the earlier analysis.

c. Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures
Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from
the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the
project.
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Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a

previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to
the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used,
orindividuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however,
lead agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to

a project's environmental effects in whatever format is selected.
The explanation of each issue should identify:
a. The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and

b. The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance.
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.  Aesthetics
Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area: Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse O | | X

effect on a scenic vista?

b) Substantially damage scenic O a a

resources, including, butnot
limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic
building within a state scenic
highway?

c) In non-urbanized areas, O O a

substantially degrade the
existing visual characteror
quality of public views ofthe site
and its surroundings? (Public
views are thosethatare
experienced from publicly
accessible vantage points). If
the projectisin an urbanized
area, would the project conflict
with applicablezoning and other
regulations governing scenic
quality?

d) Create anew source of O O |

substantial light or glare which

would adversely affectday or

nighttime views in the area?
Impact Analysis

a) No lIlmpact. Theprojectsiteis notlocated withinan areathathas been formally identified as a federal, state,
or county scenicvista. No scenic vistas orareas with high visual quality would be disrupted. Thus, noimpact
is identified for this issue area and no further analysis is warranted.

b) No Impact. According to the California Departmentof Transportation (Caltrans) California Scenic Highway
Mapping System (Caltrans 2018), the projectsiteis notlocated within a state scenic highway corridor, nor
are there any state scenic highwayslocatedin proximity to the projectsite. The proposed project would not
substantially damage scenic resources, including, but notlimited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
building within a state scenic highway. Therefore, no impactis identified for this issue area and no further
analysis is warranted.

c) Potentially Significant Impact. Although the projectsite is notlocated near a scenic highway ordesignated
scenic vista, the proposed project may result in a change to the look and rural character of the area.
Therefore, a potentially significant impact is identified for this issue area. A visual assessment will be
prepared for the projectand this issue will be addressed in the EIR.

d) Potentially Significant Impact. Minimal lightingis required for project operation and islimited to safety and

security functions. All lighting will be directed away from any public right-of-way; however, there is no heavily
traveled public roadway in immediate proximity to the project site. The solar panels will be constructed of
low reflective materials; therefore, it is notanticipated thatthey would resultin creating glare. The proposed
projectis located in a rural undeveloped area of Imperial County. There are no established residenftal
neighborhoods immediately adjacent to the project site. Although the proposed project is not expected to
create a new source of substantial lightor glare affecting day or nighttime views, this issue will be analyzed
further in the EIR. Therefore, a potentially significantimpactis identified for this issue area.
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Il. Agriculture and Forestry Resources

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than

Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area: Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead
agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997)
prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts
on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the
Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon
measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board.
Would the project:

a) ConvertPrime Farmland, O | | X
Unique Farmland, or Farmland
of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the
maps prepared pursuantto the
Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program ofthe
California Resources Agency, to
non-agricultural use?

b) Conflictwith existingzoningfor O O O
agricultural use, or a Williamson
Act contract?

c) Conflictwith existingzoningfor, O | | X
orcause rezoning of, forestland
(as defined in Public Resources
Codesection 12220(g)),
timberland (as defined by Public
Resources Code section 4526),
ortimberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by
Government Code section
51104(g))?

d) Resultintheloss offorestland O | a X
orconversion offorestland to
non-forestuse?

e) Involveotherchangesinthe O a a X
existing environmentwhich, due
to theirlocationor nature, could
result in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural
use or conversion offorestland
to non-forestuse?

Impact Analysis

a) No Impact. Accordingto the farmland maps prepared by the California Departmentof Conservation (2016),
the majority of the project site is designated as Other Land. A portion of the project site is designated as
Farmland of Local Importance. Farmland of Local Importance is not considered an “agricultural land” per
CEQA Statute Section 21060.1(a). Furthermore, the project site does not contain Prime Farmland,
Farmland of Statewide Importance, or Unique Farmland. Therefore, no impact would result from the
conversion of Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, or Unique Farmland to non-agricultural
use.
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d)

e)

Potentially Significant Impact. The projectsiteis currently designated by the General Plan as “Agriculture”’
and is zoned A-3-RE (Heavy Agriculture with a Renewable Energy Zone Overlay). Pursuant to Title 9,
Division 5, Chapter 9, “Solar Energy Plants” and “Transmission lines, including supporting towers, poles
microwave towers, utility substations” are uses that are permitted in the A-3 Zone, subject to approval ofa
CUP. Because the projectsiteis located onlands designated foragricultural uses, this issue willbe analyzed
in further detail in the EIR.

Accordingto the 2016/2017 Imperial County Williamson Act Map produced by the California Department of
Conservation’s Division of Land Resource Protection, the project site is not located on Williamson Act
contracted land. Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with a Williamson Act contract and no
impactwould occur.

No Impact. There are no existing forest lands, timberlands, or timberland zoned “Timberland Production”
within orimmediately adjacentto the project site that would conflict with existing zoning or cause rezoning.
Therefore, no impactis identified for this issue area.

No Impact. There are no existing forest lands within or immediately adjacent to the project site. The
proposed project would not resultin the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use.
Therefore, no impactis identified for this issue area.

No Impact. Refer to responsell. a) above.
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R

Air Quality

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management district or
air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.
Would the project:
a) Conflictwith or obstruct O O O
implementation ofthe applicable
air quality plan?

b) Resultin a cumulatively X O O |

considerable netincrease of any
criteriapollutantfor which the
projectregionis non-attainment
under an applicable federal or
state ambient air quality
standard?

c) Exposesensitivereceptorsto X O O 0

substantial pollutant
concentrations?

d) Resultin other emissions (such O O O

as thoseleading to odors
adversely affecting a substantial
number of people?

Impact Analysis

a) Potentially Significant Impact. The project site is located within the jurisdiction of Imperial County Air
Pollution Control District ICAPCD) in the Imperial County portion ofthe Salton Sea Air Basin. Construction
ofthe proposed project would create temporary emissions of dust, fumes, equipmentexhaust, and other air
contaminants that may conflict with the ICAPCD’s rules and regulations. No stationary source emissions
are proposed fromthe proposed project; however, temporary construction emissions have the potential to
result in a significantair quality impact.

b) Potentially Significant Impact. Currently, the Salton Sea Air Basin is either in attainment or unclassified
for all federal and state air pollutant standards, with the exception of the federal ozone (O3), particulate
matter less than 10 microns in diameter (PM10) and particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in diameter
(PM2s) standards, and state standards for Ozand PM1o. Air pollutants transported into the Salton Sea Air
Basin from the adjacent South Coast Air Basin (Los Angeles County, San Bernardino County, Orange
County, and Riverside County) and Mexicali (Mexico) substantially contribute to the non-attainment
conditions inthe Salton Sea Air Basin. A potentially significantimpactis identified for this issue area. An air
quality and greenhouse gas study will be prepared to analyze the proposed project’s potential air quality
impacts and will be included in the EIR analysis.

c) Potentially Significant Impact. The project site is located in a rural agricultural area of Imperial County.
Sensitive receptors consisting of a few scattered rural homes along SR-98 are located within one mile north
oftheprojectsite. This issue willbe addressed in the air quality and greenhouse gas study and EIR analysis.

d) No Impact. Land uses commonly considered to be potential sources of odorous emissions include

wastewater treatment plants, sanitary landfills, food processing facilities, chemical manufacturing plants,
rendering plants, paint/coating operations, and concentrated agricultural feeding operations and dairies.
The construction and operation ofasolar facility is notan odor producer and the projectsiteis notlocated
near an odor producer. Therefore, no impactis identified for this issue area.

May 2021 | 13



Initial Study and NOP
VEGA SES 4 Solar Energy Project

IV. Biological Resources

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Environmental Issue Area: Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, O O O

either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species
inlocal orregionalplans, policies,
orregulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect O O O
on any riparian habitator other
sensitive natural community
identified in local orregional plans,
policies, and regulations or by the
California Departmentof Fish and
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

c) Have a substantial adverse effect O O O
on state or federally protected
wetlands (including, butnotlimited
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal,
etc.) through directremoval, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other
means?

d) Interfere substantially with the O O O
movement ofany native resident
or migratory fish or wildlife species
or with established native resident
or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of wildlife nursery
sites?

e) Conflictwith anylocal policies or O O O
ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

f)  Conflictwith the provisionsofan O O O X
adopted Habitat Conservation
Plan, Natural Community
ConservationPlan, or other
approved local, regional, or state
habitat conservation plan?

Impact Analysis

a) Potentially Significant Impact. According to the Conservation and Open Space Element of the General
Plan (County of Imperial 2016), numerous special-status species occur in the County of Imperial, and of
particular concern are the western burrowing owl and flat-tailed horned lizard which may have the potential
to occurwithin the projectsite. The projectsite has the potential to supportnative habitats and/or sensitive
species. Burrowing owls and burrows are commonly found along canalsand drains. Although there are no
IID canals located within the project site, access roads, canals, and other drainages are located in the project
vicinity, such as the All American Canal immediately north of the proposed project. Thus, a potentially
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significantimpactis identified for this issue area. A biological resources technical study that will address the
proposed project’'s potential impacts on biological resources will be prepared and included in the EIR
analysis.

Potentially Significant Impact. Refer to responselV. a) above.

Potentially Significant Impact. Accordingto the National Wetlands Inventory, there are two wetland
features mapped within the project site. An aquatic resources delineation that will address the proposed
project’s potentialimpacts on state or federally protected wetlands willbe prepared and included inthe EIR
analysis.

Potentially Significant Impact. Refer to responselV. a) above.
Potentially Significant Impact. Refer to responselV. a) above.

No Impact. The projectsiteis notlocated in a Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan. No impact is identified for this
issue area.
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